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politely replied that he would send *ooo horse, which was all the
cavalry in his service, and that he could not spare any of his 3000 in-
fantrymen as without them he could not collect the revenue of his jagm.
The Governor General interpreted the Rohilla Chiefs reply as an eva-
sion of the treaty but he agreed to reduce his demand to 3,000 horse.

Faiz-ullah Khan was unable to comply with this also, but he offered
to supply to the Governor General 1000 foot in addition to the 2000
horse, and to give them one year's pay in advance and furnish further
funds during the war. On the very day the Governor General received
an account of this reply (4 June 1781), a letter from the Vazir was
read at the Board, in which he proposed to resume the whole of Faiz-
ullah Khan's zamindari and leave him "to join his other faithless brethren
that were sent across the Ganges, and in lieu thereof to pay
him the amount stipulated by the treaty, after deducting the pay of
5000 troops". The proposal found favour with Hastings who was dis-
satisfied with Faiz-ullah Khan's reply and considered him guilty of a
breach of the treaty. And on 19 September he signed a new treaty
with the Nawab of Oudh which conceded the right the latter had
requested. l44

The Directors* views on this affair reveal their great anxiety to
observe the obligations and promises made to the Indian rulers. They
expressed their surprise at the original demand of 5000 horse which
was not warranted by the treaty. About the subsequent reduced de-
mand of 3,000 horse they said that "so hasty and peremptory a demand"
carried the impression that the Governor General was looking for " a
pretext for depriving him (the Rohilla Chief) of his jaghire entirely, or
to leave him at the mercy of the Nabob." They severely condemned
the unjust proceedings against a faithful ally of the Company and criti-
cized the arrangements made in 1781 with the Vazir of Oudh. "We
do not only arraign the justice o{ the measure, but its policy also", they
said, "as we can nowhere discover that Fyzoola Khan has been guilty
of a breach of treaty and thereby forfeits the protection of the Com-
pany." They accordingly ordered the article to be immediately can-
celled and Faiz-ullah Khan confirmed in the possession of his territory.140
This timely interference of the Directors together with the realization
by the Governor General that " neither the Vizier's nor the Company's
interest would be promoted by depriving Fyzoola Khan of his inde-
pendency" saved the latter from destruction.

A lady of culture, ability, and attainments, Nawab Munni Begaxn,
widow of Mir Jafar, also suffered because of the demands of the Com-
pany. Her application for the restoration of her annual allowance of
one lakh and forty thousand rupees, and Warren Hastings' own letter,
written without the knowledge of the other members of the Council, make
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